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TROUBLOUS TIMES IN NEW MEXICO
1659-1670

By

FRANCE

V.

SCHOLES

CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

I

essay entitled Church and State in New Mexico,
I 1610-1650,
I described the origin and development of the
N THE

'/1

evil tradition of rivalry and conflict between the civil and
ecclesiastical authorities in the province of New Mexico during the first half of the seventeenth century. 'From the late
1640's to 1659 there was apparently a lull in this controversy,
judging by the lack of documentary material for this period.
But the old issues once more became acute during the administration of Bernardo Lopez de Mendizabal, 1659-1661, and
that of his successor, Dionisio de Penalosa Briceno y .Berdugo, 1661-1664. During these years the authority of the
Inquisition was brought into playas a weapon in defense of
the Church with notable success. The following persons
were tried by the Holy Office in Mexico City on various
charges relating to their conduct in New Mexico: (1) Governor Lopez, (2) the wife of Lopez, Dona Teresa de Aguilera
y Roche, (3) Fray Juan Ramirez, custodian of the Franciscan missions, (4) Sargento Mayor Francisco Gomez, (5)
Capt. Nicolas de Aguilar, alcalde mayor of the Salinas district, (6) Capt. Diego Romero, (7) Capt. Cristobal de Anaya,
and (8) Governor Penalosa. The story of these cases forms
an interesting chapter in the history of the Inquisition in
New Spain as well as a most important phase of local provincial affairs.
The manuscript trial record of these cases is still preserved in the papers of the Inquisition in the Archivo General y Publico de la Nacion in Mexico City. The embargo of
the property of Lopez and Peiialosa pending trial by the
134
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Holy Offl,ce raised innumerable problems, and the record of
the litigation is contained in three large volumes of documents that are now filed in the Tierras section of the same
archive, although they really belong to the papers of the
Real Fisco. The first of these volumes also contains the
complete residencia of Governor L6pez. The ~aterials in
the Archivo General are supplemented by documents in the
Biblioteca Nacional which were formerly part of the archives of the Franciscan Province of the Holy Evangel.
-Finally the Archivo General de Indias in Seville, the Archivo
Hist6rico Nacional and the Biblioteca Nacional in Madrid,
and the Archivo de Simancas contain reports which fill in
gaps in the Mexican series.
_
These papers form the largest block of source materifll
now available for the history of New Mexico between 1610
and 1680. Although they deal primarily with the Inquisition
in New Mexico and the broader problem of Church and State,
they contain a mass of detail illustrating every phase of provinciallife. The present paper, in which this large accumulation of documents will be summarized, is essentially an
essay on provincial life during the period 1659-1670, although the history of the activities of the Holy Office will
provide the main thread of the story. 1
II

Although there is notable lack of documents for Hie years
1650-1658, it will be useful to summarize the information
available as an introduction to the detailed story of the
period of 1659 et seq.
Three governors held office during the years' 1649-1659 ;
Hernando de Ugarte y la Concha, 164~-1652; Juan de Samaniego y Jaca, 1653-1656; and Juan Manso de Contreras,
1656-1659" Little is known concerning the first two. The
third was a younger brother of Fray Tomas Manso, the veteran administrator of theNew Mexico mission supply service and the former custodian, or prelate, of the Franciscans
serving in the province. During the 1650's Juan Manso
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assisted his brother in the supply service, and his appointment as governor in 1655, at the age of twenty-seven or
twenty-eight,2 was doubtless due in part to his brother's
influence. Manso's term as governor was characterized by
the usual routine of provincial business and occasional campaigns against the Apaches. Like his predecessors he engaged in trading operations and other business deals for
the purpose of deriving profit from his term of office. His
relations with the clergy were apparently friendly, and he
gave active assistance in the preliminary attempts to found
a mission in the El Paso area.
The phase of Manso's life during this period for which
we have the fullest information relates to his personal character and his friend'ship with Fray Miguel Sacristan, guardian of the Santa Fe convent. 3 A certain Dona Margarita
Marquez, wife of Capt. Jeronimo Carbajal, gave birth to a
child, and a few days later it was baptized by Father Sacristan., Captain Carbajal was absent at the time of the baptism.
It was common gossip that Manso was carrying on an illicit
relationship with Dona Margarita, and in order to quiet these
rumors it was decided to have a second baptismal 'service
performed and to have Manso act as godfather of the infant.
Father Sacristan officiated at this second baptism. Although
he went through the usual ritual, using both the water and
the holy oil, he did not repeat the words of the service, and,
according to his own confession made at a later date, he did.
not perform the service with the intention of repeating, the
sacrament. In short, the second baptism was a bit of playacting for the purpose of deceiving Captain. Carbajal and it
was. so· recognized by most of the persons who later gave
testimony concerning it. Then, on another occasion it was
announced that a child of Dona Margarita had died, and a
burial service was. performed by Father Sacristan. According to common report, the coffin actually contained only a
doll, or, as some said, some old rags, and the whole affair
was said to be another, bit of trickery to permit Manso to
obtain possession of the infant and have it sent to Mexico

---~~----
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City where- it was reared in hIS own household. It is not
clear whether these incidents related to one and the same infant or to two children, the first a girl and the second a
boy.3a The testimony is somewhat contradictory on this
point, but the burden of the evidence indicates that there
were two children, the first a girl and the second a boy.
Father Sacristan's friendly services to Governor Manso
were· not limited to the incidents described above. At some
time during his term of office the governor was beset by certain fears and hallucinations, during which he thought he
saw his dead wife and his brother, Fray Tomas Manso, who
was absent in Mexico, and he went to Father Sacristan for
advice and comfort. 'The friar put a bit of consecrated bread
in a silver box and gave it to Manso so that he could keep· it
on his person until his fears were quieted.
Although much of the evidence concerning these incidents was second hand, both Manso and Father Sacristan
were said, to haNe admitted the essential truth concerning
them. There is no doubt that Manso had an illicit relationship
with Dona 'Margarita, and to one of his closest friends he admitted the- truth of the pretended second baptism. He also
admitted knowledge of the pretended burial of the second· infant. Fray Alonso de Posada, who became prelate of the missions and commissary of the Holy Office for New Mexico in
1661, also stated that before leaving for New' Mexico in February, 1661, Manso, who was then in Mexico City, told' him
the story, of the' consecrated' Host; although' when Manso returned to tlle province in l:662' he' asserted; that the story was
false. Moreover, when Posada arrived in New Mexico in the
spring of 1661, he found Father Sacristan in a state of great
agitation. Sacristan fuiallyconfessed the incident of the second baptism. He also indicated that there was something else
that he wished to confess, but he could not bring himself to
the point of doing so. Sacristan was in such a state of nervous excitement about it that Posada was greatly concerned
and sought by friendly assurances to obtain a complete con-.
fession from his brother friar. But Sa~ristan refused to
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reveal the secret of his apprehensions and he finally hanged
himself in the convent of Jemez on the day before Corpus,
1661.' Posada immediately went to Jemez to make an investigation. He came to the conclusion that the circumstances
warranted the burial of Sacristan with the full ritual of the
church, despite the fact that his death was apparently the
result of an original suicidal intention.
Father Posada reported the incident to the Holy office in
a long explanatory letter, dated December 4, 1661. The
fiscal of the Holy -Office immediately requested that the case
be given formal consideration to determine whether pro. ceedings should be brought against the "honor and fame" of
Sacristan and whether Posada's action in giving him an
ecclesiastical burial was worthy of ·censure. During the succeeding year and a half all the evidence concerning the entire
Sacristan-Manso case, which was contained in the mass of
testimony accumulated during Posada's investigation of the
conduct of Governor Lopez and his associates, was copied
out and formed into two expedientes, or procesos, one against
Sacristan and the other against Manso. But apparently no
formal action was taken. Of course, there 'vas little to be
gained in proceeding against the memory of i"ather Sacristan, but Manso was very much alive. In fact, he was appointed alguacil mayor of the Holy Office for New Mexico,
and was charged' with executing the arrest of Governor
Lopez and other accused parties in New Mexico. And in
1664 he was placed in charge of the mission-supply service
following the termination of the contract by which the Franciscan Order had managed the service since 1631. Finally,
in 1674, the evidence against Manso was once more brought
to the attenti~n of the Holy Office, but it was then too late.
In 1673 Manso had been killed by a fall from a mule, and the
Inquisitors decided "that there is no reason to proceed, inasmuch as the accused is dead."
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III '
The details of the Manso-Sacristan affair have been presented here, not because they have great importance for
the general story of the Holy Office in New Mexico, but because they illustrate the general character of provincial
society during the seventeenth century. Ignorance, supersition, and moral laxness characterized the life of the Hispanic community, and the governors-ap,d even th~ clergy
-often set an evil example for the humbler members of the'
colony.
New Mexico received, few colonists during this period,
and among those who did migrate to the province there was a
high proportion of lower class elements and even certain
fugitives from justice. Father Posada's letters ,contain illuminating comments on the general standards of provincial
life in the 1650's and 1660's. On one occasion,he wrote:
We are in a land where most [of the people]
are ignorant. 4
On another occasion he wrote that he could not select a layman to serve as notary because few of them could write. In
the same letter, he said:
... this land ... does not have more than a hun-

dre~ citizens, more or less, and among this number

,are mulattoes, mestizos, and all who have any Spanish blood, even though it is slight. 5
The prevalence of illiteracy is made clear by the number of
persons who were unable to sign ,declarations of testimony.
There were few women who could read or write, but more
important is the fact that certain prominent members of the
local militia were also unable to sign their own name. Captain Alonso Garcia could not write as late as 1666 although
he later learned to do so. He served at least twice as alcalde
mayor of the Sandia district, once prior to 1661, and in 1680,
at the time of the Pueblo Revolt, he was serving as lieutenant governor in the entire Rio Abajo area. Capt. Nicolas
de Aguilar, whom Governor Lopez appointed alcalde mayor
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of the Salinas district, was also illiterate. In 1663, in testimony before the Holy Office, Sargento Mayor Francisco
Gomez stated that he had been taught to read and write by
his father,. because "there are no teachers there (in New
Mexico) to give instruction." 6
The existence of a large proportion of persons of mixed
blood that.is implied by the statement of Father Posada
quoted above is confirmed by numerous references in the
documents. And of course such a condition was inevitable in
a land which received few Spanish coionists. But what is
most illuminating is the fact that persons of mixed blood
could attain prominence and hold office. Captain Alonso
Garcia, referred to above, was a mestizo, and he owned a
large ranch in the Sandia-Isleta area. Another captainFrancisco Garcia-was referred to as a "mulato. pardo" ;
Captain Francisco Ortega was a "pardo"; Captain Juan
Lujan, alcalde mayor of the Picuries area, was a "mestizo
amulatado"; Luis Lopez, who was alcalde mayor of the
Senecu district in 1665, was an illiterate "castizo"; Captain
Joseph Nieto, at one time alcalde mayor of the Salinas district, was called a "mulato" in one instance, and in another
place a "mestizo." Nieto's wife was a mestiza.
The morals of the Hispanic community were exceedingly
lax. There were not only the common forms of illicit relationship, but the documents refer to several cases of incest.
Not even the clergy were free from vice, especially in· their
relations with Indian women. The practiCe of superstition
was present in various forms, especially in the curing of
disease, and there are occasional references to the participation of numbers of the Hispanic community in Indian ceremonial dances.
But this dark and gloomy picture must not blind us to the
fact that there were several important families who were
marked out above the rank and file. The weathiest family
was the Dominguez y Mendoza clan. Juan Dominguez de
Mendoza was the leading soldier in the province, and he was
constantly engaged: in service, either as an administrative
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officer, or as a leader in the local militia. The Luceros
managed to hold office frequently, and members of the Gomez
family were always prominent in the military service of the
province. The Chavez y Duran family accumulated considerable wealth in the form of lands and livestock, but they
were an independent lot and the governors often found it
difficult to deal with. But although these families were
leaders in provincial affairs, they were slowly losing ground.
The half~breed class was slowly but surely gaining increased
prestige and influence.

IV
The chronology of the custodians, or prelates, of New
Mexico can be established with considerable accuracy for
the periods 1598-1645 and 1659-1680, but there is still some
uncertainty concerning the list of friars who held office from
1644 to 1659 and the exact order in which thlilY served. 6a
Friar Tomas Manso, brother of Gov. Juan Manso, was custo<;lian in 1644, but he returned to Mexico City with the mission supply caravan in the winter of 1644.,1645. A resident
friar was undoubtedly chosen to' act as vice-custodian-inch~rge before Manso's return to Mexico, but we do not know
hi/? name. The person who was elected to succeed Manso
wa/? probably Friar Laureano de Rivas, for his name appears
in a dOGmnent of 1648. 7 Assuming that he was elected in
1646, three years after Manso's appointment, he probably
tooK office in 1647 ~nd served until about 1650. Rivas' succes~or would normally have been elected in 1649, but his
identitY,is not known with certainty. There is evidence that
Friar Francisco de Salazar was custodian prior to the term
of Ibargaray (1654-1656),8 and he may have followed Rivas.
On ,October 6, 1653, Friar Antonio de Ibargaray, was elected
to take the place made vacant by the renunciation of office
by Friar Miguel de Tobar, who was probably elected in
1652. 9 Father Ibargaray, a veteran in the missions, probably
took office in 1654, and served until April, 1656, when he was
succeeded by Friar Antonio de Aranda. 10 Sometime between
1656 and 1659 Friar Juan Gonzalez took office,ll and was
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followed in turn by Friar Juan Ramirez in the summer of
1659.. The Inquisition papers for the period 1659-1670 also
contain evidence that Friar Tomas de Alvarado was probably
prelate sometime prior to 1659, but the date of his service
cannot be determined. 12
As a result of the quarrel between Governor Rosas and
the clergy, 1637-1641, the missions received a definite setback. The Indians of Taos killed their friar and destroyed
their church, and the guardian of Jemez also lost his life.
The Taos church was not rebuilt for many years. Although
there was apparently no break in the continuity of the Jemez
mission, the inhabitants of the pueblo became restless and
their leaders were implicated in the abortive plots for rebellion during the administrations of Governor Argiiello and
Ugarte. Moreover, many of the churches were frequently
without resident priests because the roster of friars serving
in the province frequently fell short of the full quota of
sixty-six provided by the agreement of 163l.
But the mission spirit was by no means dead, and the
decade of the 1650's saw the beginning of the conversion and
indoctrination of the Mansos and Sumas in the El Paso-La
Junta area. The importance of El Paso, both as a mission
center and as a waystation between New Mexico and Nueva
Vizcaya, had been pointed out as early as 1630 by Friar
Alonso de Benavides, but for twenty years no determined effort was made to put his recommendations into effect. In
1652, when the supply caravan passed through the Manso territory Friar Juan Perez and Friar Juan Cabal noted the possibilities and importance of the region as a mission field.
After a trip to Mexico City they returned to El Paso and began the slow business of congregating the Mansos in a settled
village, teaching them the principles of agriculture, and
indoctrinating them in the Christian faith. By the autumn of
1656 a small church had been built and Friar Cabal was preparing to begin work among the Sumas. In September 1656,
.Friar Perez appealed to the viceroy for assistance to carry
forward the work then started. After consulting various per-
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sons who had had experiencee in New Mexico, the viceroy
finally agreed to provide four extra friars to be assigned to
the Mansos and Sumas. The cost was to be additional to the
regular expenses of the supply service for the triennium
1657-1660. 13
The New Mexico mission supply service had been put on
a sound basis in 1631 when the viceroy entered into an agreement with the Franciscan Order with regard to the number
pf friars to be supported by the royal treasury, the amount
of the supplies to be furnished each triennium, the number
and.cost of the wagons, etc. The contract fixed a maximum
quota of sixty-six friars to administer the missions, but by
1656 the number actually in service had fallen as low as fortysix. In 1657 the viceroy authorized sending twenty more to
bring the number up to the full quota, as well as the four
additional for the new Manso and Suma missions. i4
Friar Tomas Manso, under appointment as procuratorgeneral of the Custodia of iN ew Mexico, had been in charge of
the supply service since 1628. He had established an excellent record for. sound, effective management. In 1655 he
was rewarded by election as Provincial of the Province of the
Holy Evangel, and not long thereafter he was appointed
Bishop of Nicaragua. 15 His successor as procurator-general
and administrator of the supply service was Friar Juan Ramirez, who was born in rasco about 1617. His early education
was obtained in Tasco and in the College of San Pablo y San
Pedro in Mexico City. After entering the Francisc'an Order
he studied in Toluca, Mexico City, and Puebla. After his
ordination he had a varied career, serving the Order in several posts of importance and responsibility, being twice
appointed proc·urator-general and comisario de corte of all
the Franciscan provinces of New Spain. On March 2, 1656,
Ramirez was appointed procurator-general of the custodia
of New Mexico to succeed Friar Tomas Manso. During the
succeeding two and a half years he was busily engaged with
the multifarious details of organizing the next mission,caravan. The purchase of supplies for seventy friars and the
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organization of a wagon train consisting of more than thirtyfive wagons, several hundred mules, cattle, and other livestock, with the necessary mayordomos, drivers, and servants, was no small task. And before the caravan set out for
New Mexico on December 24, 1658, Ramirez received additional honor and responsibility, for on June 5, 1658, he received a patent of election as custodian of the missions to
succeed Friar Juan Gonzalez.

V
Indian affairs during the decade of the 1650's were
characterized by an increasing restlessness among the
Pueblos and a growing hostility on the part of the Apache
tribes.
By 1650 the Indians were fully aware of the meaning
and implications of Spanish supremacy and the mission
system. Spanish supremacy had brought a heavy burden
of labor and tribute, and encroachment on the lands of the
pueblos. The mission system added to the burden of labor,
but the most important phase of the program of Christianization was its effect on the old folk customs.
The friars sought not only to teach a new faith, but they
zealously tried also to put an end to the practice of native
religious ceremonial, to destroy the influence of the traditional leaders of the Indians, and to impose rigid monogamy
on a people whose code of marital and sexual relationship
was fairly flexible and elastic. In order to maintain mission
discipline the friars often resorted to the imposition of physical punishment for such offenses as failure to attend religious services, sexual immorality, and participation in the
native communal dances. Each mission had a fiscal who carried out the orders of the friar and inflicted punishment on
offending parties. Whipping was commonly used as an
instrument of discipline.
Occasionally the punishment was so severe that the prelate found it necessary to intervene. The most flagrant case
on record during the entire seventeenth century occurred in
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1655. In the summer of that year several Indian captains
from the Hopi pueblos appeared before Custodian Ibargaray,
then living in Sia; to denounce the actions of their priest,
Friar Salvador de Guerra. The custodian deemed the charges
serious enough to go to the pueblo of Xongopavi to make a
personal investigation. Several Indians were summoned
to testify, and they told a harrowing tale. They stated that
an Oraibi Indian named Juan Cuna had been discovered in
some act of idolatry. In the presence of the entire pueblo,
Father Guerra gave him such a severe beating that "he was
bathed in blood." Then, inside the church, the friar administered a second beating; following· which he took burning
turpentine and larded the Indian's body from head to feet.
Soon after receiving this brutal punishment the Indian died.
The Indians also testified that several other persons, especially boys and girls guilty of immoral conduct, had been
whipped and tarred with hot turpentine. Finally, they
accused the friar of having forced the Indians to weave cotton and woolen mantas, demanding a stipulated number of
finished pieces regardless of whether he gave them sufficient
raw material, and stated that failure to produce the required
number witliin a certain time limit was punished by whipping.
When summoned to answer the charges Father Guerra
admitted that he occasionally used beating and larding with
turpentine to punish idolaters and boys and girls for "culpas
particulares." He also admitted using Indian labor for
the weaving of :mantas (apparently this was a customary
practice at the Hopi missions), but insisted that he did not
know whether the quantity of raw material was sufficient
or not. "Those who apportion it out are to blame." He also
denied setting a time limIt within which the mantas were to
be finished.
The case was considered by the custodian and definitors,
and on July 17 sentence was pronounced. The sentence
stated that-

146

NEW, MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW
Since the said father friar is incorrigible, overbearing, a~d arrogant, and a revealer of the secrets
of the Order, as is proved by one of the lette;rs
inserted in the proceedings, and since he has been
so incompetent and contradictory and on account
of his lack of modesty and decorum, [the details of]
which are not set down for reasons of monastic
decency; for these reasons they said that they had
found, and found, according to God and the unburdening of their consciences, that it is necessary,
both for the tranquility and peace of this Custodia
and the reputation of our sacred Order, which is
destroyed to such an extent by the excesses and
scandals which the said father has caused in a little
more than two years since he came to this Custodia,
as well as for the consolation and alleviation of the
natives whom he has harrassed so greatly in the administrations which have been in his charge during
this short period . . .

to order him to be confined to the convent of Cuarac and deprived of the right to say mass and perform other ecclesiastical functions until the departure of the next supply caravan,
and at that time he should be sent to Mexico City to appear
before the superior prelates of the Order who would provide
whatever punishment they might deem necessary.
The record ends at this point. It is not known whether
Guerra was sent to Mexico City or not. If so, he returned to
New Mexico where he served as guardian of several convents,and in 1661 he became the notary of Fray Alonso de
Posada, commissary of the Holy Office. In this latter capacity he was a most efficient assistant oi Posada in building
up the case against Gov. Bernardo Lopez de MendizabalP
We have the record of another Indian case which illustrates not only the slight respect that some of the natives
had for the new faitb, but also the form of punishment sometimes imposed for petty larceny. Sometime during the
administration of Governor Samaniego a Hopi Indiannamed
Juan, living in the pueblo of Awatovi, was found guilty of
impersonating Fray Alonso de Posada, guardian of the
mission. During Father Posada's absence from the pueblo,
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Juan summoned the Indians to the church, where he put on
the friar's vestments, took the incense burner and censed an
altar, chanted the Salve, and then sprinkled holy water in
the manner priests do it." For this offense, and because
he was also guilty of grave sexual immorality, he was taken
to Santa Fe and deposited in the convent. The prelate,
Father Ibargaray, taking into account Juan's lack of understanding (incapacidad) of the seriousness of his acts, sentenced him to a period Of service in the convent where he
could be instructed in the faith.
In 1656 Juan was found guilty of breaking into the
storeroom of the convent and stealing supplies. For this
second offense he was whipped and then deposited in the
workshop of a citizen of Santa Fe. Later he was transferred
to the Casa Real. In January, 1659, it was discovered that
he had stolen linens, sugar, chocolate, and other effects fr()m
a certain Juan de Mesta who lived in the Casa Real with Gov- .
ernor Manso. The stolen goods were taken to the house of
Nicolas Duran, el mozo, and his Apache wife who sold them
to various citizens of the villa. In this second act of theft
Juan had an accomplice, an Indian named Cristobal Meco,
who was being held in the Ca;sa Real on a charge of homicide.
Governor Manso ordered Juan and Cristobal to trial.
They were defended by Capt. Diego Romero, protector and
defender of the Indians. Romero petitioned the governor to
use mercy in punishing the defendants, because of their
"poca capacidad," and in view of the fact that "these natives
do not regard it an affront or crime to steal or to commit
atrocious offenses, rather he who commits the greatest
crimes is regarded as the most honored." But Manso deemed
their crime worthy of severe punishment, and on February
10, 1659, imposed sentence as follows:
And I condemn [them] to a penalty of two
hundred lashes, which is to be executed in this manner: that they be taken from the prison where they
are and mounted upon a pack animal, that they be
taken thus through the public streets of this said
villa and with the voice of the crier to declare their
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crimes,- and after they have been whipped in this
way that they be sold at public auction and be
knocked down to the person who will give most for
them, the said Juan Sufii 18 for a period of ten
years, and the said Cristobal Meco for a period of
five years, in order that in this way they may purge
themselves of their sins and that it may serve as
a punishment for them and as an example to the
rest. The proceeds of their sale and auctioning I
apply to pay the people who have worked on the
apartment which has been built in these Casas
Reales and for the costs originating from these
decrees, the assessment of which I reserve to
myself.
.

Manso also found Nicolas Duran and his wife guilty as
encubridores, and condemned them to service in the house of
Duran's father and ordered their home to be razed to the
ground. The public whipping of Juan took place on the day
of the sentence in the presen.ce of "many men, women, and
children." The sentence of Cristobal Meco was suspended
pending further investigation, the result of which is not
known. On February 14, Juan's ten years of service were
sold to the highest bidder, P,edro de Valdes, the nephew of
the governor, for seventy-two pesos. This was equivalent
to less than one-sixth of a real a day, or less than one-third
of the current, rate of wages. In 1660 Governor Lopez
forced Valdes to release Juan, who was then taken into the
service of the new governor;19
This case is described in' detail because it is the only
trial of an Indian that has been preserved in all of the seventeenth century documents. It was doubtless typical of many
others. Harsh physical punishment and terms of forced
service were customary throughout the Indies for crimes
committed by Indians. Spaniards guilty of similar offenses
were usually let off with a fine, or a brief period of imprisonment.
But drastic disciplinary measures, even of the sort employed by Friar Salvador de Guerra, could not force full
allegiance to the new order. The efforts of the clergy to
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abolish the old ceremonial forms and to set up new standards
of conduct merely caused greater resentment on the part of
the Indians, and, to make mattei's worse, the civil authori~
ties frequently disagreed with the friars both on matters of
policy in such affairs and on practical measures to ensure
loyalty to the Christian way of life. Moreover, both the
'clergy and the civil authorities failed to realiz~ the fundamental implications of enforced adherence to the new. faJth
and its social standard. In the Pueblo system religion, village government, and social institutions were so closely
interrelated that it was impossible to abolish any part without destroying the whole. The substitution of Christian
faith and morals for pagan religion and aboriginal standards of conduct would necessarily threaten the entire structure of Pueblo life, and it was inevitable that the Pueblo
would fiercely resist the chanE:e.
The Pueblos were not unwilling to' accept the externals
of the new faith, but they found it difficult to understand the
deeper spiritual ~alues ~f Christianity. Pueblo religion'
served definite material and social ends, viz. the propitiation
of those supernatural forces which they believed controlled
their daily existence. 'They expected the same ,results from
the Christian faith. But they soon realized that the new
ways were no more successful in obtaining a good harvest
than the old, and they realized too that the efforts to abolish
their traditional ceremonials and destroy the influence of
the old native leaders whose functions were both social and
religious raised serious problems concerning the entire fund
of ,Pueblo civilization. Bewilderment, soon turned into.
resentment, and resentment into a resurgence of loyalty to
the traditional norms of folk-culture. The burden of labor'
and tribute might have been tolerated if offset by recognized
advantages, but if the new faith was no more efficient in
guaranteeing harvest or success in the hunt, what had been
gained by accepting Spanish overlordship?
To make matters worse, the coming of the Spaniards
had definitely sharpened the ho~tility of the Apache' and
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Navaho who surrounded the Puehlqs on all sid,es. The cause
of the )ncreasing enmity WllS douhtlessresentment against
the common, practice of seizing Apache and Navaho boys and
girls by Spaniards during trading expeditions to the lands of
these tribes, in order to impress' them into service on the
, ranches or as hous,eservants; and to sell them as slaves in the
labor market~ of New Spain. During the administration of
Governor SaPlaniego the Apaches raided the, Jumano pueblo
east of Ah6, profaned the chqrch and, carried off twenty.,. .
seven women and children captives. An expedition led by
Juan Dominguez de Mendoza was s,ent against them and left
them "well punished.'~ The year following the Navahos
ambushed the pqeblo of Jemez, killing nineteen and taking
thirty-five captives. Once more Juan Dominguez led the
rescue party. He surprised the Navahos during a native
ceremonial, killed several Navahos, imprisoned 211, and
released the captives, including a Spanish woman. In 1658
the Apaches raided the Zuni pueblos, and in 1659 they made
other attacks on frontier pueblos. These raids continued
with increasing frequency during the twenty years 16601680, until the Apache menace threatened the security of the
entire province. 20
'
VI
Thus serious problems faced the new governor, Bernardo L6pez de Mendizabal, who anived in the summer of
1659. Much depended on the tact, skill; and firmness with
whkh he undertook the heavy duties and obligations of his
office. Above all, it was necessary that amicable relations be
maintained with members of the local colony and the clergy.
Unfortunately his administration was characterized by the
most serious controversy since the days of Rosas, and the
ultimate result was a serious weakening of Spanish supremacy which paved the way to the catastrophe of 1680.
NOTES
1. See Appendix 1 for a list of the most important manuscript sources to be
ci~ed in this. essay.
2. On 'January 13, 1661, Manso testified before the Holy Office that he was a
native of the villa de Loarca, Concejo de Valdes in Las Asturias de Oviedo and that
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he was thirty-three or thirty-four years of age. Thus he was twenty-seven or twentyeight years of age in 1655. Proce8o contra Lopez, 11.
3. The materials on this phase of Manso's career are found in two expedientcs:
(1) Te8tijicacione8 que 8e an 8acado a pedim. to del s.r ji8Cal q.- Don Juan Man80
Residente en el Nuebo Mexico. [1661-1674), A., G. P. M., Inquisici6n 502: (2)
Papeles que 86 remitieron del Nuebo Mexico del 8usesso y fin desastrado de ahorcarse
fray Miguel Sacristan del orden de S.or San 'Francisco. Y te8tijieacione8 que se an
sacado contra, el, a pedimento del S.r fi8cal, [1661-1663], A. G. P. M., Inquisici6n 594.
3a. Governor Lopez, testifying before the Holy Office in 1663, definitely stated
that the child supposed to have been buried was the same as the' one twice baptized.
'Proceso contra Lopez, Ill.
4. Posada to the Holy Office, Santo Domingo, December 4, 1661, A. G. P. M.,
Inquisici6n, 594. ~
,
5. Id. to id., Santo Domingo, December 8, 1661, A. G. P. M.,'Inquisicion 595.
6. Declaration of Gomez before the Holy Office, May 5, 1663. Proceso contra
G6mez.
6a. The chief source of information concerning the chronology of the custodians,
from 1623 to about 1760 is a compilation of extracts from the libro8 de decreto8 of the
Franciscan Province of the Holy Evangel made in the eighteenth century by Friar
Francisco de 1a Rosa Figueroa. CU8todio8 de Nuevo Mexico. B. N. Mex., legajo 9,
doc. 8. But Rosa's compilation contains a gap of thirteen years, 1640-1653.
7. Te8timonio de un mandamiento en fauor de la CU8todia. [1648-1661). B. N.
Mex., legajo 1, doc. 19.
'
8. Declaration of Francisco de Valencia, Santa Fe, June 18, 1660. Proce8o
eontra Lopez, 11.
'9. Custodios de Nuevo Mexico, B. N. Mex., legajo 9, doc. 8'.
10. Causa contra J'uan Baptista Saragossa, A. G. P. M., Inquisici6n 636.
11. Declaration of Friar Juan Ramirez, Mexico City, May 14, 1660. Proceso contra Lopez, 11.
12. The manuscript, record of a declaration of testimony by Friar "Tomas de
Alvarado, Senecu, April 20, 1667 (A. G. P. M., Inquisici6n 604) contains the statement that Alvarado was a "padre de esta custodia." This title was given to former--::-custodians or vice-custodians. The prelates who beld office between 1659 and 1667
were Friar Juan Ramirez, Friar Garcia de San Francisco, Friar Alonso de Posada,
and Friar Juan de Paz. Thus Alvarado must have been prelate sometime prior
to 1659. When Ibargaray was elected in 1653, Alvarado was named as second
choice u para vice-custodio," to provide for the contingency of Ibargaray's illness or death. Custodio8 de Nuevo Mexico, B. N. Mex., legajo 9, doc. 8. We have no
record, . however, that Alvarado actually seryed as vice-custodian during the years
1654-1656.
13. Te8timonio de l08 Autos y Decreto8 del Superior gov. no q. 8iguio la Prov.- el
ano de 1656" sobre la instancia del beneplacito del Vice-Patron para el acrecentam. to
del numero Relig S para las nuevas conver8ion s de la nueva Mex co (1656-1657). B.
N. Mex., legajo 1, doc: lOa.
14. F. Scholes, "The' Supply Service of the New Mexico missions in the Seventeentb Century," New Mex. Hist. Rev., V (1930), 93-115, 186-198.
15. Ibid., 189-191.
16. Ibid.. 191, 192, 195, 196; Testimony of Ramirez hefore the Holy Office, November 24, 26, 1663, Proceso contra Ramirez; Patenlte de Custodio a Fr. Ju. o Ramirez,
Santiago de Tlaltelalco, June 5, 1658, Ramirez vs. Fiscal, A. H. N., Inquisici6n 1729,
, doc. 13.
17. The record of the Guerra case is found in Ramirez V8. Fiscal, A. H. N., Inquisici6n 129, num. 13.
18. Although the documents refer to Juan in this way, he was apparently a Hopi
Indian.
19. The record of this case is found in A. G. P. M., Tierras 3286.
20. Servici08 de Juan Dominguez y Mendoza, B. N. Mad., 19258.

CHAPTER II
GOVERNOR BERNARDO LOPEZ DE MENDIZABAL
ERNARDO LOpez de Mendizabal was a native of the prov-

B -ince ofChietla in New Spain, and at the time of his

appointment as governor of New Mexico he was about forty
years of age. He was a member of a fairly distinguished
family and some of his ancestors had held important posts
in the service of the Crown. 1 l{e had been educated in the
Jesuit colleges of Puebla and Mexico City, and in the Royal
University of Mexico, his course of study consisting of the
arts and canon law. After completing his studies he spent
several years in the galleon service, 'and finally went to Cartagena de Indias where one of his cousins was bishop.· For
a brief period he served as visitor of the diocese on appointment by his cousin. 2
During his stay in Cartagena he married Dona Teresa
de Aguilera y Roche. Dona Teresa's mother was an Irish
woman who had been sent to Spain to escape British tyranny.
She had been reared in the household of the Marques de Santa
Cruz. Dona Teresa was born in Alexandria, Italy, where her
father, Don Melchor de Aguilera,was serving as governor.
At the time of her marriage to Lopez her father was governor of Cartagena. Subsequent to his marriage Lopez returned to Mexico wh.ere he held office as alcalde mayor of San
Juan de los Llanos and later in Guaiacocotla. In 1658 the
viceroy, Duque de Albuquerque, appointed him to the governorship of New·Mexico. 3
. .
This the appointment of Lopez a~ governor of New
Mexico came after a varied career in the New World. But
this experience had not taught him the most important thing
necessary for the successful government of his new province:
the value of an<;l. need for tact. He was a belligerent, selfconfident, contentious individual, and he had an unfortunate
talent for biting, scathing speech. As a result, many of his
aCtions were quixotic in character. Although his early train152
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.ing and some of his administrative experience had pointed
toward an ecclesiastical career, 4 he was a firm believer in the
supremacy of secular ati"thority, and he never hesitated to
manifest his attitude on this question, by word and deed,
whenever the issue was at stake. This attitude naturally
marked him as an "enemy" of the Church in the eyes of the
clergy, and the belligerence with which he expressed' his
views merely strengthened their belief.5
II
I'

The ,quarrel between L6pez and the New Mexico clergy
had its beginning ~uringthejourneyto New Mexico in 16581659; According to L6pez he had a misunderstanding with
Friar Juan Ramirez, the new custodian and the administrator of the supply caravan with which L6pez made the .trip
northward, before they left Mexico CitY,6 but it was during
the long march to the Rio Grande that relations became definitely embittered. There were differences of opinion between
L6pez and Ramirez concerning their respective authority
with regard to offenses committed by laymen attached to
the caravan, and L6pez was said to have made the unwarranted assertion that as governor and captain-general he
should be recognized as' the "universal head." The clergy
naturally inferred that by this statement he claimed authority over both temporal and. spiritual affairs. 7 It was appar.
.ent also that neither L6pez nor his wife was punctual and
regular in attendance at mass and in the performance of
other duties required by the Church. s According to Ramirez
and some of his associates, several of the new friar-recruits
were so scandalized by the governor's conduct, especially by
his reported boast that he had authority to govern both the .
temporal and the spiritual, that they petitioned the prelate
for privilege to return to Mexico City. Ramirez denied their
plea, but he could not prevent ten of the twenty-four friars
from deserting the earav.an before it reached EI Paso. 9
When all of these charges were formally filed against
L6pez duringhis trial by the Inquisition four years later, he
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made a strenuous denial of the accusation that he claimed
univer~al authority. ,He insisted that he merely asserted
jurisdiction over laymen attached to the caravan, under
authority issued by the viceroy before he left Mexico City.
And both Lopez and his wife~ Dona Teresa, insisted that
their failure to fulfill their religious obligations was due to
the inclemency of the'weather and to poor health, rather than
any fundamentally
irreligIous attitude. Moreover, Lopez
,
made serious countercharges concerning Ramirez. He testified that it was the prelate who was the real cause of dissatisfaction among- the friars, and that the latter wished to
return because they found it impossible to continue the journey with :'such an evil friar."lo
'
At Parral, Lopez and a small group, including Father
Ramirez, pushed on ahead of the main caravan, and reached
the 'Manso mission at. EI Paso early in June. Crossing the
river he continued the journey withoutdelay until he reached
the Piro pueblo of Senecu, where Friar Garcia de San Francisco was guardian. Friar Garcia had labored among the
Piros for thirty years, and he was expert in the Piro tongue.
In "the late 1650's he took over the direction of the Manso
mission at EI Paso, and for several years thereafter he was,
actively engaged in the administration of the missionary
program in the entire Manso-Suma area. At Senecu, Lopez
and his party rested for a few days, and the governor took
advantage of the opportunity to get in touch with 'provincial
affairs, to observe conditions, and to discuss various problems, especially the question of Indian labor, with Friar
Garcia and .Custodian Ramirez.
From Senecu, Lopez made his way slowly up the Rio
Grande to Santa Fe. The first stop was made at Socorro,
where the guardian of the convent, Friar Benito de la Natividad, had made arrangements to receive him with due formality and courtesy. Rude arches of leaves and flowers
were erected, and when the governor's carriage approached
the bells were rung and Friar Benito went out to the cemet~ry gate to receive Lopez with the blessing of the Church.
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Instead of greeting the friar in a cordial manner, the governor upbraided him for lack of courtesy, and insisted that
the friar should have gone out on the road two leagues from
the pueblo to receive him. Friar Benito replied that he was
merely acting in accordance with established usage, towhich
L6pez was said to have replied that a governor should be
. received like the Blessed Sacrament on the Day of Corpus,
with pallium and incense. More than three years later, when
L6pez was called upon to reply to the article of indictment
in which this incident was summarized, he declared that the
charge was entirely false. But true or false, the story spread
far and wide throughout the province. People professed
either a real or pretended feeling of scandal and shame, and
declared the governor to be "suspect in the faith."ll
. The governor finally' arrived in Santa F'e and was installed in office on July 11. Friar Ramirez tarried in Santo,
Domingo, the ecclesiastical capital, in order to give Lopez
time to take possession of the government, and to arrange
for the formal reception usually accorded a new custodian on
his first visit to Santa Fe. It had been the custom in the past
for .the governor and the cabildo of Santa Fe to receive the
custodian with proper ceremony and with such military
pomp as the local militia could provide. But Lopez apparently had little desire to do the prelate honor, especially in
view of the fact that he felt that he had not been properly
received at Sandia and Santo Domingo on his way to Santa
Fe. Ramirez sent l~tters to the governor and the cabildo
notifying them of his co:rp.ing visit, and requesting that they
arrange for the traditional honors accorded to the custodian as prelate and ecclesiastical judge. The letter to the
cabildo contained words to which L6pez took exception, and
he replied that although he would assist the custodian in
every way possible in the administration of ecclesiastical
affairs, he had no obligation as governor to provide the formal reception which Ramirez expected. The cabildo re-' .
plied in like manner .12 .
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Tl).e. clergy regarded Lopez' action as an insult to the
Church and interpreted it to be practically a refusal to
recognize the custodian's authority as ecclesiastical jqdge.
In the Indictment presented by the prosecuting attorney during the trial of Lopez by the Holy Office, it was stated that
Lopez' action resulted in "scandal and depreciation of the
Church." 13 Friar Nicolas de Chavez, one of the friars who
journeyed to New Mexico with Lopez in 1659, stated that on
several occasions he had heard the governor discuss the
question whether he had to receive Ramirez as judge ordinary, and that Lopez had said
that there in that kingdom there was no eccle-·
siastical judge ordinary, nor anyone who would
acknowledge him, for there there was no other head
than the said D. Bernardo Lopez de MendizabaI;
and that the [inhabitants] of that district had been
living under a misapprehension and that he would
undeceive them; and' that th~ said Custodian could
under no circumstances be an ecclesiastical judge
ordinary there, and that those Prophets (for he
calls the friars this, together with other ignomi..;
nous terms, for in his mouth no word is heard by
which he honors the friars since he is a man of
audacious speech) were idiots; and he enjoyed
the Omnimoda, for he understood it better than the
friars. 14
In 1661 Friar NiColas de Freitas informed the Holy Office
that when Lopez was in El Paso they had discussed the jurisdictional powers of the custodi~n, based on the bull of Omnim,oda of Adrian VI by which prelates of monastic orders in
ar~as where no bishop had jurisdiction were permitted the
authority of an ecclesiastical judge ordinary;15 and that
Lopez had stated that the said bull had been revoked, "giving·
[us] to understand that those provinces were without an
ecclesiastical head, a most scandalous proposition, as a result
of which great scandals have been introduced in those prov. inces."16 And Ramirez testified that Lopez repeated this
statement during a discussion of provincial affairs with the
custodian and definitors in the summer of 1659Y ,
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It is true that although many of the powers conceded to
prelates of the Orders during the early years of colonization
in the New World were revoked or limited by the Council
of Trent and lat.er papal decrees, the authority of the cus":
todian of New Mexico to act as an ecclesiastical judge ordi- '
nary had been generally recognized. Inasmuch as no bishop
exercised jurisdiction over New Mexico prior to 1680, it was
necessary for the custodian to act as ecclesiastical judge, not,
only for the members of his own Order, but also for the entire
Hispano-Indian community. It is doubtful whether Lopez
meant to deny ecclesiastical authority as such, although he
clearly had some doubt concerning the exact nature and
extent of the custodian's jurisdiction. But'his later actions
lent currency to the view that he was opposed to all ecclesiastical authority and that he claimed the right to govern both
the temporal and the spiritual.
,
This review of the more important incidents of'the
, journey of the governor to New Mexico and his first official
acts indicates clearly that the stage was set for an open
breach of relations between the two jurisdictions, and it was
not long before the governor gave the Church further cause
for complaint. Much of the difficulty in which Mendizabal
,fQund himself two years later was due undoubtedly to his
own personality, and his uncompromising attitude on many
questions. He appears to have had the unhappy faculty of
incurring the dislike of r,nost of his associates, either by an
unnecessary bitterness of spe~ch or by a patronizing attitude. Moreover, many of his policies as governor, although
within the strict bounds of legality, brought him into con, diet with leading citizens, as well as the friars.

IV
,The most important administrative action taken by
Lopez during the summer of 1659 was the promulgation of
an ordinance dealing with wages for Indian labor..Accord- '
ing to Lopez, the exploitation of Indian labor was so notorious that he had heard about it even before he arrived in the
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province, and he had discussed the question with Friars
Ramirez and Garcia de San Francisco during the few days
that he stayed at Senec6.. After arriving in Santa Fe he discussed the problem with the m~mbers of the cabaldo arid
other prominent Spaniards. 1s
Wages for Indian labor had long been fixed' at half a
real a day, although it is doubtful whether even this rate of
pay was always maintained. Lopez deemed this insufficient,
and decided to increase the rate to a full real a day, plus
food. Restated that this action was taken with the approval
of the friars and leading citizens.19 The change was made
effective by publication of a formal decree. But many Of
the colonists regarded the increase as excessive, a.nd coming'
in the midst of the harvest season, it naturally aroused opposition and resentment. Whatever may be said in justification of Lopez' action, there can be no doubt that it .cost him
the support of an important group of citizens just at the
time when he needed it most. The colonists insisted that they
could not afford to pay the new rate of wage, and two years
later, during Lopez' residencia, they stated that they had
suffered heavy losses because they ha.d been obliged to do
without Indian laborers in harve~ting crops and herding
Ii vestock. 20
But the most important question was whether the decree applied to Indians who worked for the friars 'at ,the
missions. In 1648 Governor Guzman had' issued an order
exempting from tribute those Indians who were needed
for routine mission administration, viz., an interpreter, a
. sacristan, a cantor mayor, a bellringer, an organist, a herdsman, a cook, a porter, and a caballo pisque (sic) .21 And in
addition to these servants who could be regarded as necessary for ordinary mission routine, the friars also employed
others in the cultivation of fairly extensive fields arid the
care of large herds of stock.
The extent of the fields cultivated for the account of the
mission and the size of the mission herds were matters of
considerable controversy. No accurate statistics are avail-
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able, but certain inferences may be drawn from the nature
of the complaint made by the friars during the Lopez residencia. At that time it was claimed that nine of the missions had suffered a loss of more than six thousand head of
stock because they had been deprived of the labor of Indians
as herdsmen. 22 The friars defended their policy of accumulating large stores of grain and large herds of stock on two
grounds. In the first place, they insisted that the large stocks
of maize and wheat held in reserve at the missions were
needed to feed the Indians during years of bad harvest, and
that but for these supplies the natives would starve. There is
considerable force in this argument, for during the years of
famine in the later 1660's the friars did feed hundreds of
Indians in the stricken pueblos. It was Lopez' view, however, that the Indians gave too much time to the cultivation .
. of crops for the friars, time that could have been better used
in the care of their own fields. Second, the clergy justified
the raising of large herds of livestock on the ground that it
gave them the means for purchasing ecclesiastical furnishings in addition to the bare necessities provided by the treasury under the supply contract. By exporting stock to New
Spain they obtained funds with which to buy images, organs,
richer vestments, and other church furnishings. 23
Lopez testified that when the decree on Indian labor was
promulgated it was ordered that it should be obeyed generally by all, although there was no express stipulation that it
applied to the clergy as well as to the colonists. He stated
that he was of a mind to leave things as they were so far as
labor for the friars was concerned, but the latter asked for
a definite statement that they were exempt from the provisions of the decree. In a formal auto Lopez refused to do s6,
basing his decision on the famous viceregal order of 1621
which not only placed strict limitations on the employment
of Indian labor, but also stipulated that Indian labor at
the missions should be used only "for things nece~sary for
the church and the convenience of the living quarters." The
said viceregal order was incorporated in the auto in which he
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replied to the friars' demand, and he ordered the friars to
observe its provisions. 24 Moreover, he, apparently took
definite acti9n to enforce his decision, for Tome Dominguez
'y Mendoza, who was then serving as alcalde mayor of the
Isleta area, later testified that in August, 1659, Lopez sent
him an order that the Indians should not labor for the friars
unless they were paid. 24
. There remained the question of the Indians who served
, in the routine administration of the churches and convents.
There is evidence that Lopez refused to confirm the Guzman
order of 1648 exempting these Indians from tribute, and that
he had a personal motive for doing so. It was charged that
during ~is administration he took action to void several titles
of encomienda in order to collect the tributes for himself,
and that for this reason he refused to confirm the tribute
exemption. On the other hand, Lopez' testimony before the
Holy Office contains a statement indicating that he recognized the exemption, at least for a cantor, a sacristan, and
an organist. 25 Moreover, in each mission there were men
and boys trained for service in the choir and at the altar, and
the clergy maintained that Lopez refused to permit the
assistance of such persons in sufficient numbers for the
proper celebration of divine offices. 26 The governor denied
this charge, and insisted the friars were permitted to have as
many cantores as they wished, ~xcept that the services of
such Indians had to be voluntary.27
In September the custodian and definitors asked for a
conference' with the governor to discuss pending problems.
Concerning the details of this interview there was consider-.
able difference of opinion. Apparently one of the questions
considered was the export of livestock. The governor had
ordered that no stock' should be exported without his permission, justifying his action by the urgent ·needs of the
province. But the friars were anxious to send a large herd
to be sold in New Spain in order to purchase church furnishings with the proceeds. According to the friars, LOpez
questioned the necessity for elaborate vestments and altar
&
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furnishings, and he was said to have remarked that all that
was necessary for the celebration of divine offices was a hut,
a rude retablo, a wooden cross, and a manta to cover the
altar. Lopez later denied that he made such a statement,
and even asserted that the matter was not discussed. 28 But
even if the remarks attributed to him were not true, he probablymad.e similar statements later, for persons attached to
his household, including his secretary, testified that on numerous occasions he expressed his scorn for the friars by saying that a mere hut and a manta were all that was necessary
for religious services. 29 In his defense before the Inquisition
he characterized all of these charges as false and malicious,
insisting that he had always recognized the psychological
appeal of rich ornaments and vestments. 30
Apparently the question of choir boys was also dis-·
cussed, and it was reported that LOpez forbade the services
of Indians in the choir. This accusation he also denied, and
asserted that the friars merely used it to confuse the issue
with the entirely distinct question of the labor of Indians as
farmhands and herdsmen. On the important issue of the
export of livestock, Lopez claimed that he gave the friars
permission to send one thousand head, and that they actually
sent three thousand. 3 !
\.

v

Thus by the autumn of 1659 serious issues had been
- created, and the friars decided that the situation was serious
enough to send a justificatory report to the viceroy. This
document 32 described some of the incidents that had occurred
during the journey of Lopez and the supply caravan to New
Mexico, and cited especially the governor's reported boast
that he came to govern the temporal and the spiritual, that
he carried secret orders to gibbet friars, or send them back
to New Spain in disgrace, and that only he and God should be
obeyed in New Mexico. The governor was likewise accused
of denying the authority of the custodian. The question of .
Indian labor was also discussed, and the reasons why the
clergy .believed they should be exempted from paying for
such labor were fully stated.
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But the most interesting part of the entire document
was the bitter condemnation of the governor's motives with
regard to the problem of Indian relations. There is'no douht
that Lopez, like all of his predecessors, was inspired by a
consuming self-interest. This the friars pointed out, citing
chapter and verse, asserting that from the moment L6pez
entered the province he began to acquire stocks of goods to
be prepared for shipment' to Parra!. The Indians' of the
Piro-Tompiro area were forced to bring large quantities of
salt from the salt deposits east of the Manzano Range, and
to facilitate the accumulation of a sufl'i:cient supply he reversed the po~icy of Governor Manso; who, on recommendation of the friars; had removed the Indians of Sevilleta to
Alamillo. The friars said that they had asked for this
administrative change because it would facilitate the indoctrination of the Indians and, prevent the practice of idolatry
that was current in the pueblo of Sevilleta. The return of
the Sevilletans to their former pueblo would make a return
to the old ways almost inevitable. Two motives were given
forL6pez' action in ordering the re-establishment of the
village: (1) his q.esire to satisfy the greed of Capt. Diego
de Guadalajara, encomendero of Sevilleta; and (2) his own
self-interest in exploiting the labor of the Indians.
For the transport of the goods that were accumulated
L6pez ordered the Indians to build nine wagons, and'in order
to get coverings for the same he seized the petates that
served the Indians as beds and the hides that they used for
shoes. He also seized some two hundred oxen and steers
from the colonists and from the convents to draw the carts, '
an act hardly in line with the limitations he imposed on the
export of livestock! Indeed, it was charged that his prohibitions on export were merely a means of giving him control over provincial commerce for his own advantage. Moreov;er, the Indians had received no pay for their labor, and
many of the Indians pressed into service to transport salt,
from the salt fields had become ill as the result of their heavy
labor and the pressure under which they had been forced to
work.
'
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The report also stated that Lopez organized expeditions
to the Plains to make war on the Apaches for the purpose of
making captives to be sold as slaves. A force of forty colonists and eight hundred Indians brought in seventy captives. Not only was this contrary to law, but it created serious danger, for while the soldiers and Indians wer~ absent
on the Plains, the Apach(:ls in other areas raided the pueblos,
carrying off livestock, killing villagers, and taking captives
on their own account. In short,the friars chided LOpez for
his argument that the Indians in working for the missions as
farmhands and herdsmen were obliged to neglect their own
fields, for apparently he was quite willing that the farms of
eight hundred Indians should go untended, especially at the
time of harvest, if it served his own profit.
The friars' report was despatched to Mexico when the
supply caravan returned in the autumn of 1659. Friar Juan
Ramirez, as administrator of the service, was also obliged
to return at the same time, but before leaving he arranged
for the appointment of a resident friar to serve as vice-custodian during his absence. Friar Garcia de San Francisco was
selected for the post. This imposed on him no small responsibility, for it made him spokesman and leader of the clergy
in the controversy with Lopez, a situation that gave little
promise of improvement. As a matter of fact, within less
than a month, Lopez gave the friars cause for additional
grievance by his actions d4ring his inspection of the province. Friar
Garcia
.
. and the definitors believed that a second
.
petition to the viceroy was necessary, and this document,
drawn up on November 11, was sent off by Friar Joseph de
Espeleta as special messenger. 33
The two reports were presented to the viceregal authorities early in 1660. We have no record of the action taken
by the viceroy, except that he regarded the complaints serious enough to warrant the sending of copies of the petitions
to the. Holy Office. These were presented· on February· 28,
and the inquisitors ordered them sent to the qualifying board
(calificadores) .34 Th~re i!, no record of the opinion presented

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW
by the board at that time. The Inquisition did not lose the
opportunity, however, to summon Espeleta and Ramirez for
eXl:l.min~tion. Espeleta appeared on March 2 and gave his
version of New Mexican affairs, and on May 14 Ramirez
testified. 35
(To be continued)

NOTES
1. His father's hrother was a Knight of the Order of Santiago and had served as
fiBcal and oidor of the Audiencia of Guadalajara, and later as a memher of the Council of Castile, aseBOT de guerra, and a memher of the junta of the Suprema. A cousin
was married to an official who had served as a member of the Council of the Indies,
and later in the Council of Castile. His maternal grandfather was a wealthy Spanishborn merchant of Puehla. Lopez' father was an attorney of the jurisdiction of Chietla.
One of Lopez' brothers, Don G~egorio, ~~rved ~s an officer in the SpaniB~ army. and
later held several administrative posta in New Spain. Another, Don Juan, was cura.
of the Mines of Cimapan. The only blot on the family escutclieon was the fact that
one of his maternal ancestors had been tried and sentenced by the Holy Office as a Jew.
Testimony of L&pez, April 28-30, 1663. PraceBo contra Lopez, III.
2. Ibid.
3. Testimony of Dona Teresa, May 2, 1663, Proceso contra Dona' Teresa de
Aguilera y Roche; Testimony of Lopez, April 30, 1663, Proceso contra Lopez, III.
4. During his stay in Cartagena Lopez received minor orders. Testimony of
Lopez, April 30, 1663, Proceso contra Lopez, III.
5. Various accusations were made. conc~rning Lopez' relations with the clergy in
the pueblo of Chicantepeque, which was under his jurisdiction when he served as
alcalde mayor of Guaiococotla. It is impossible to form any accurate judgment concerning most of the charges, but it is interesting to note that one of the complaints
was that Lopez informed certain Indian chieftains '~que los clerigos no ten ian mas
obligacion Que decirle misa y administrarles los santos s3.cramentos y que por eso lea
pagaba el Rey. Que para 10 demas el era alcalqe mayor." These remarks were regarded
as contributing to undermining respect of Indians for the clergy. More. they indi-"
cated that he was the "capital enemy" of the clergy,-". . . que el Demonio Ie pusiese
en la ca~eza a este reo el tener par mayor y mas excelente la jurisdiccio"n Real. representacion della, au'nQue fuese en unos yndios barbaros. Que no la Sacerdotal . . . .." For
the testimony supporting the charges see Proceso contra Lepez, II. The testimony;
8umm~rized in articles 83 i~ 99 of the indict'ment against' Lopez. and his answers to
the indictme~t, in which he denied most of the charges, are in ibid., III.
6. In his testimony before the Holy Office in 1663, Lopez stated that there was _0
a mi~understanding over -the transportation to be provided him for his household
and effects. and that Friar Ramirez soon became his "capital enemy," even soliciting
the vi~erqy to suspend hi~ appoi~tlt.lent ~s governor. Relations were also strained by
a difference of opinion concerning jurisdiction over the soldiers who were to" serve as
escort for the governor and mission supply train on the journey to New Mexico.
Lope~ stated that he thought it wise to send the letters he had received from Ramirez
to the viceroy, so that the latter might have knowledge of the situation in advance, in
case events took a turn for the worse in future. On receipt of these letters the viceroy sent an order to the Franciscan commissary general requiring him to reprimand
Ramirez for lack of courtesy to a representative of the Crown. The viceroy also
limite~- th~ administratjve authority of Ramirez over the supply caravan by naming
Lopez judge of the soldiers and laymen who were to accompany it. Testimony of
Lopez de Mendizlibal, -Dec. I, 1663, Proceso contra L6pez, III. .
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7. It seems that two of the carreteros ran away with certain effects belonging to
the clergy. They were later captured and returned to Ramirez as procurator. According to the clergy. Lopez was jealous of this recognition of Ramirez' authority. A short
time later two soldiers got into a brawl, and some of the clergy tried to pacify them.
L6pez. instead of reproving the disputants "VOhlio su enojo y zaiia contra dichos
Religiosos y les dixo, han de advertir que soy Capitan General, y elios soldados pagados
par el rey, y a mi reconocerme como caueza unibersaI. y que dichos Religiosos, particu..
larmente el Padre Fray Phelipe Rodriguez, Ie respondieron que no reconocian, iii reoconocerian caueza unibersal, sino 81 Romano Pontifice, y a1 Rey nro Sr. ell' 10 tern..
poral . . . " Testimony of Friar Nicolas de Freitas, Jan. 25.. 1661. Ibid., II. Several
witnesses testified that Lopez claimed authority over both temporal and spiritual
affairs. and at least two stated that he boasted authority to gibbet friars. Ibid., I, II,
passim.
8. It was noted especially that during Easter week at Parral neither Lopez nor
Dona Teresa confessed or communed; in fact, they did not even keep the season by
abstaining from eating meat. It was later charged that they even prevented their
servants from attending mass. Ibid., I. II, passim.
9. Ibid. Of also Scholes, op. cit., 197-199.
10. Proceso contra Lopez, III, passim; Proceso contra Dofia Teresa de A'Duilera
y Roche, passim. Note especiallY the following statement of LOpez made before the
Holy Office on Jan. 9, 1664: "Dixo que 10 contenido en este capitulo en orden a haver
fingido se querian volver dichos Religiosos, fue disposicion de ]8 cavilosidad. y malicias .
de Fray Juan Ramirez sin voluritad dellos, como C:onstara de una peticion que seis 0
ocho de dichos Religiosos presentaron ante este confesante en el Parral, que los mas
delloB se volvieron, la qual original. a 10 que Be acuerda remiti6 al Virey deata Nueva
Espana Duque de Alburquerque y un testimonio deUa al Comisario General de San
Francisco, y se qued6 con otra, que ha de parar entre sus papeles deste corifesante,
en que se veera que no causaba el los ruidos, sino el diclio Fray Juan Ramires 8US
maiDs ·procedimientos, y otros ReligioBOS muy mozos que Ie seguian."
11. Friar Benito declared that the story was true. as did another who was present. Miguel de Noriega was also present, but he refused to testify that he heard the
governor make the statement attributed to him. Noriega, as many others, did state
that he had heard about it. One Esteban de Verdiguer testified that "Ie pregunto el
dho D. Ber do diuersos beses que si abia uisto Reseuir al gOUor del Parral. y que desia no
10 Resiuen con palio, y a esto tratando de los Religiosos desia dho D.Berdo que a el 10
auian de Rul r con palio como el ssmo Sacramento y Reuestido el Saserdote con capa y
'agua bendita." Custodian Ramirez tes.tified u que a este declarante Ie dijo el niesmo Don·
Berdo Lopez de Mendizabal estando juntos en el conv to de cenaqu, que estraiiaba mucho
como no Ie Rezeuian can Altares y prestes, y resporidiendole este 'declarante que solo en
la vill8. d Sta ~e se acostumbraua a Rezeuirle en Ia forma· que dezia, perc que en las
demas partes no, porque no Hauia costumbre, de que se enoio y esaspeoro el sussodho."
PToce8o contra Lopez. I-III.
12. Testimony of Lopez, Dec. 10. 1663, ibid., III.
13. Article 14 of the indictment, ibid.
14. Testimonyo of Chavez. Sept. 18. 1660, ibid.• II.
15. For text of the bull, see F. J. Hernaez, Coleccion de bula8. bret'es, y otros documentos relativos a la iglesw. de America y Filipinas (Brussels, 1879), I. 382-389.
16. Testimony of Freitas, Feb. 26, 1661. Proce8o contra Lopez. II.
17. Testimony of Ramirez. May 14, 1660, ibid.
18. Testimony of Lopez, Dec. 3. 1663, Proce8o contra Lopez. III.
19. Ibid.
20. A. G. P. M.• Inquisicion 3268.
21. Testimonio de Un Mandamiento en fauoT de la Custodia del Nueuo Me",.co,
Santa Fe. Nov. 4, 1661. B. N. Mex., Legajo I, doc. 19. See Appendix II for the
complete text.
O
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22. Petition of Friar Garcia de San Francisco, Oct. 24, 1661. A. G. P. M.,
lriquisicion 3268.
23;' Report of Friar Garcia de San Francisco and the definitors, Sept. 8, 1659,
Proceeo contra L6pez, I.
,
24. Testimony of Lopez, Dec. 3, 1663, Proceeo contra L6pez, III. The vice-regal
decree of 1621 has been printed in NEW MEX. RIST. REV., 'III (1928), 357-380.
24a.· Testimony of Dominguez, May 21, 1661, Proce8o contra L6pez, I.
25. Te8timanw, Santa Fe, Nov. 4, 1661. B. N. Mex., Legajo I, doc. 19; Testimony
of Lopez, Dec. 3, 1663, ,Proceeo contra L6pez, III.
26. Testimony of various friars, in Proce8o' contra' L6pez, I, II. Cf. especially the
statement of )Friar Juan Ramirez, May 14, 1660, that when he left New Mexico in
October, 1659, H • • • aun no havia concedido cantores y hauia cesado el culto diuino en
muchas partes." Ibid., II.
,
27. Testimony of Lopez, Dec. 3, 1663, ibid., III.
28. The testimony dealing with the questions discussed at the conference is contradictory. According to Friar Juan Ramirez, Lopez said "que no nezesitaban de
Cantar missRs mayores ni era necesario tanto fomento ni armaria de musics En las
Yglesias de los Religi~ssos ni Yglesias tan asseadas ni sumpt~osas, Y que' para zelebrar
e1 sacrificio de la miss no eran menester ornamen'tos de tela ni brocado sino unss
mantas pintadas Y en una enramada 0 J scales." To this statement Friar Diego Parraga
replied that if silks and brocades were suitable for Dona' Teresa to wear, certainly
there was even greater justification for using rich furnishings on the altar during the
celebration of the mass. To which Lopez replied, "que muy poco se les daba a los
Yndios convertidos infieles de aquel 8parato y adorno de las yglesias."
But curiously
enough Friar Parraga, when called upon to testify in 1662, stated that he did not
remember whether Lopez made the remarks attributed to him. On the other hand,
Friar Benito de la Natividad, who was present, testified that Lopez said, "que vastaba
un J acal, y un Ornam to de manta p& celebrar, que para que eran brocados ni telas,
ni Yglesias de fabrica, haziendo mofa de la de S. Antonio de Senecu, por ser la mas
adornada." Ibid., I.
, 29. Miguel de Noriega, the secretary of Lopez, testified in 1661 that the govenlor had said in his pl'esence, "que pR decir Missa Vasta Vn Jacal, y un ornam to de
manta, Q no es neeess R Yglesia, ni otros ornam.tos diio este declarante q 10 que solo
oyo decir muchas vezes a D. Bern. do Loppez de mendizaba:l, que Dios no· queria templos,
sino Espirituales, y q era l~stima que se fabricasen los que auia en estas Prou&S tan
viSt0880S a costa y Sangre de los miserables Indios naturales." Ibid., I.
30. Testimony of Lopez, Dec. 4, 1663, ibid., III.
'
31. Testimony of Lopez, Dec. 3, 1663, ibid., III.
32. This is the document cited above as Report of Friar Garcia de San Francisco
and the definitors, Sept. 8, '1659. Ibid., I.
'
33. Ibid., I.
34. Ibid., I.
35. Ibid., II.
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ApPENDIX I
LIST OF THE MOST IMPORTANT MANUSCRIPT SOURCES
FOR THE PERIOD 1659-1670

I
ARCHIVO GENERAL Y PUBLICO DE LA NACI6N, MEXICO

(To be cited as A. G. P. M.)
A Secci6n de Inquisici6n
The most important case is that of Gov. Bernardo Lopez de
Mendizabal. The manuscript record contains not only a complete file
of testimony regarding Lopez, but it also has a large amount of material for the cases of Ramirez, Aguilar, Gomez, Romero, and Anaya. As
a matter of fact, the records of these lesser cases consist in part of
copies from the declarations of testimony in the LOpez process. The
trial record of the Lopez case consists of three parts, as follows:
(a) El Fiscal del Santo Officio contra Bernardo Lopez de
Mendisabal, Gouernador de Nuevo Mexico en el delicto de
Judaismo. [1659-1662]. Inquisicion 593. The title page refers to this expediente as the primer cuaderno in the case,
whereas it is really the second part. To be cited as Proceso
contra Lopez, I.
(b) 2° Quaderno del proceso contra Mendi9aual. [16601663]. Inquisicion 587. This is really the first part of the
record.' To be cited as Proceso contra Lopez, II.
(c) Primera audiencia de Don Bernardo Lopez de Mendizabal. [1663-1673]. Inquisici6n 594. This is the record of
the proceedings before the. Holy Office in Mexico City. To be
cited as Proceso contra Lopez, III.
1.

2. El 'Senor Fiscal del Santo Officio contra Dona Theresa de
Aguilera y Roche, muger de Don Bernado Lopez de Mendi9aual por 808pechosa de delictos de Judaisnw. [1659-1665]. .Inquisici6n 596. To
be. cited as Proceso contra Dona Teresa de Aguilera. Although most of
the original testimony in this case is found' in the Proceso contra Lopez,
this expediente contains a mass of supplementary detail. When Lopez
entered the jail of the Holy Office in Mexico City he was ill, and was
unable to do more than make" a detailed reply to the indictment when it
was presented. But his wife, Dona Teresa, presented long written
statements in defense of her husband and herself. These contain
scathing attacks on persons whom she thought might have testified
against her husband, and they illustrate the bitterness and the atmosphere of suspicion and revenge that characterized provincial society
in the 1660's.
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3. Testificaciones que se han sacado a pedimento del senor Fiscal
de uno de los cuadernos que se remitieron~por el comisario del Nuevo
Mexico, contra Fray Juan Ramirez del Orden de San Francisco. [16621672]. Inquisicion 502. To be cited as Proceso contra Ramirez. For
additional materials on this case, see Archivo Hist6rico Nacional, Madrid, infra.
4. Proceso y Causa Criminal contra el sargento mayor Francisco
Gomez por sospechoso de delitos del judaismo y haber dicho proposiciones hereticas. [1661-1664]. Inquisici6n 583. To be cited as Proceso
contra G:omez.
5. El Senor Fiscal de este Santo Officio contra el Capitan Nicolas
de Aguilar por proposiciones. [1660-1665]. Inquisicion 512. To be
cited as Proceso contra Aguilar.
6. Contra el Capitan Diego Rornero, natural de la Villa de Santa
Fe en el Nuevo Mexico, por hereje. [1660-1665]. Inquisicion 596. To
, be cited as Proceso 'contra Romero.
7. The Anaya case is in two parts:
(a) Proceso y causa criminal contra Christoval de
. Anaya por proposiciones hereticas. [1660-1666]. Inquisicion
582. To be cited as Proceso contra Anaya.
(b) Autos remitidos del Nueuo Mexico por fray Bernal
commissario del Santo Officio q.a Xptoual de Anaya Almazan.
[1665-1669]. Inquisicion 666. To be cited as Autos sobre
Anaya.
8. El Senor Fiscal del Santo Officio contra Don Diego Dionisio
de Penalosa Briceno y Berdugo, Gouernador que fud del Nueuo Mexico,
por blasfemo eimpediente del uso del Santo Officio y otros delitos.
[1661-1668]. Inquisici6n 507. To be cited as Proceso contraPenalosa~
9. Various lesser expedientes, letters, orders, etc. in Inquisici6n,
Tomos 442, 502, 585, 591, 593, 594, 598, 604, 606, 610, 616, 624, 666.

B., Secci6n de Tierras
Tomos 3268, 3283, and 3286 contain a mass of material on the
administrations of L6pez and Peiialosa. Most of the papers relate to
the embargo of the property of the two governors at the time of their
arrest by the Holy Office and the ultimate disposition of the same.
Torno 3286 also contains the residencia of L6pez, the only complete
residencia available for any governor prior to 1680. Torno 3283 contains papers relating to the residencia of Manso, but not the complete
file of papers comprising the investigation of Manso's administration
made by L6pez in 1659-1660. The documents in these volumes are of
the highest importance for the economic history of the province.
1.
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Secci6n de Reales Cedulas y Ordenes, Principales
Royal orders for the twenty years, 1660-1680.

D.

Secci6n de Reales Cedulas y Ordenes, Duplicadas
Tomo 31 contains a large group of viceregal orders dealing
with New Mexican affairs.
_ 1.

E.

Secci6n de Provincias Internas

Tomo 35, expediente 1 contains material on Governors Manso,
Miranda, and Villanueva.
1.

II
BIBLIOTECA NACIONAL, MEXICO
1. The Legajo Series, legajo 1 contains a large group of papers
on New Mexico prior to the Pueblo Revolt. To be cited as B. N. Mex.,
Leg. 1.

III
ARCHIVO GENERAL DE INDIAS, SEVILLA

(To be cited as A. G. I.)
1. The most important document for the period 1659-1670 is a
long Informe on the New Mexico mission supply service, and related
papers, 1631-1666. Mexico, legajo 42. To be cited as Informe on the
supply ,service. A. G. I., Mexico 42.
2. Indiferente General, legajos 20 and 782 contain consultas of
the Council of the Indies on the activities of Peiialosa subsequent to his
expulsion from New Spain in 1668.
3. The accounts of. the oficiales reales of Mexico and Zacatecas
in Seccion de Contaduria contain the record of payments for salaries
of the governors of New Mexico, for the mission supply service, and
for other miscellaneous expenses. These documents were first investigated by Professor L. B. Bloom, to whom,I am indebted for references
to the New Mexico items.

IV
. BIBLIOTECA NACIONAL, MADRID
1. Servicios personales del Maestre de Campo Don Juan Domingues y Mendoza, hechas en las Provincias de la Nueva Mexico. Ano de
1686. MS. 19258. Covers the services of Dominguez y Mendoza in New
Mexico from the 1640's to the 1680's. To be cited as Servicios de Juan
Dominguez y Mendoza. B. N. Mad.,'19258.
'

V
ARCHIVO HISTORICO NACIONAL, MADRID
1. Fray Juan Ramirez appealed the sentence of the Holy Office
of New Spain to the Suprema in Spain. The records of this appeal
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are in Seccion de Inquisicion, legajo 1729, mlm. 13. They consist of
three documents:
(a) Copia del proceso Y cU/UJla criminal que en el Santo
Officio de Mexico se siguio contra Fray Juan Ramirez, religioso profeso del orden de Senor San Francisco. Mexico.
Ano de 1663. ' This is a copy of the Mexico trial record cited
above.
(b) Fray Juan Ramirez de la orden de San Francisco,
natural del Real y Minas de Tasco en la Nueva Espana con
el Senor Fiscal. Consists of appointments of Ramirez, the
trial record of Fray Salvador de Guerra for ,mistreatment of
Hopi Indians, documents relating to the appeal of Ramirez to
the Suprema, etc. To be cited as Ramirez VB. Fiscal. A. H.
N.,Inq. 1729, num. 13.
'(c) Petic,ion del Padre Predicador Fray Juan Ramirez,
Custodio havitual de la'Custodia del Nuevo Mexico al Supremo
Consejode la Santa y General Inquisicion. 1674.
'
VI
ARCHivo DE SIMANCAS
1. Estado, legajos 2544, 2546-2549, 2581, contain documents on
the later activities of Penalosa.
Most of the documents noted above are available in the form of
photographs, photostats,. microfilms, or transcripts in the Library of
Congress, Ayer Collection of the Newberry Library, and the Library of
the University of New Mexico. My own collection of transcripts will
be deposited with the Library of the University of New Mexico.
Selected documents and extracts from some of the Inquisition documents will be available in Volume 'III of the Historical Documents Relating to New Mexico, Nueva Vizcaya, and Approaches Thereto, to
1778, edited by Professor C. W. Hackett, to be published soon.
ApPENDIX II
TE~TIMONIO DE VN MANDAMIENTO EN FAUOR DE,LA CUSTODIA

DEL NUEVO MEX, co

(Biblioteca Nacional, Mexico, Legajo 1, Doc, 19)
El capp.a. y Sargento mayor Don Diego Dionisio Penalosa briseno
y Yerdugo, feudatario encomendado en los Reynos del Piru, Alcalde
Prov l de la st. Hermandad de la Ciudad de la Paz y Las sinco Provincias de su distrito, Gou r y Cappa. Gn l en estas de el Nueuo Mex por
el R'ey nuestro Senor ett.a
, Porqto gouernando estas Proy" el Gn ' don Luis de Gusman y figueroa se Ie intimo una R,l Cedula por parte de los Religiossos de San
CO
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Franco doctririeros y Guardianes, en que Su Mag d (Dios Ie g•• ) mandaua reseruar de tributo y seruicio personal los Yndios, que se occupassen en el seruicio de la Ygle<;ia y otros Ministerios Y hauiendose conferido la materia entre el dho Gn' y los Religiosos y encomenderos se
, conuinieron segun la naturalesa de la tierra en la manera que parese
por el reescrito siguiente. Yo el Capp·' franCO de Annaia Almasan
SecrettO de Guerra y Governacion de estas Prov"· doy fee y verdadero
testimonio, como gouernando estas Prov·' el Gn' don Luis de Gusman y
figueroa, se Ie pidio por el Rdo pe Custodio destas Prov"· fr Laureano de
Rivas y su diffinitorio,cumplimiento de una R' Cedula en que manda su
Mag. d se reseruen de tributo los Yndios que se occuparen en el seruicio
de las Yglesias, y culto diuino. Lo qual manda Su Magd por estas
razones, sacadas de la dha R' Cedula a la letra. Y porque mi desea e
intencion sobre todas cossas es la conuersion de los dhos naturales, y
que 'se haga siempre que fuere posible, con toda suauidad, y por el
medio y modoeuangeIico, y en orden a esto po~ diferentes cedulas tengo
mandado, que a los Yndios que assi se conuirtieren y reduxeren a mi'
obediencia no se les impongan nipidan tributos ,algunos ni otros seruicios personales por tiempo y espacio de diez anos Y que los Casiquez Y
principales y sus famiIias, y los demas Yndios que se occuparen en las
Yglesias y culto diuino y presisam t• fueren necessarios para eIlo, sean
perpetuam te reseruados de los dichos tributos, os mando que veais las
dichas Cedulas, y las hagais cumpIir, y executar en'todo, y por todo,
Con los dhos naturales del nueuo Mex"O estas rasones son las de la
dha R 1 Cedula aserca de 10 susodho. dada en Madrid a treinta de enero
de milly ,seiscientos y treinta y sinco anos. Yo el Rey. Por mandado
de el Rey nuestro senor. Don Gabriel de Ocana y Aiarcon. otras Cossas
Contiene esta dha W Cedula en,rason de encargar al Virrey de la nueua
e'spana fauorescana los espanoles destas Prov'" que para la presente
intencion no hasen Y asi saque la dausula susodha,que es, sobre que se
ha pedido. La qua:! dha R 1 Cedula obedesio el senor don Luis de Gusman, y resoIuio su ,cumplimiento con el auto que se sigue sacado a la
letra:
En la Villa de st. fee en treinta de Junio de mill y seiscientos y
quarenta y ocho anos el s' Don Luis dEf Gusman, y figueroa Gou' y
Capp·n'Gnl de este Reino, y Prov" del nueuo Mex co por el Rey nuestro s'
dixo: que por quanto el viernes passado que se conta'ron veinte y seis de
este presente mes de junio, el p. Preo. Xptoval de Velasco Guardian de
el Pueblo de Sandia leyo a su ss· una peticion de nro Rdo p. Custodio fr
laureano de Riuas y de los Padres diffinidores de esta Custodia, en rason
de una Cedula de su Magd del Rey nuestro s', que dios gd. muchos anos,
por la qual manda, que a los Yndios, que nueuam t • se redu;'eren y
conuirtieren a n ro s,. fee cathoIica, y Yglecia Romana, no se les imponga, ni cobre tributo alguno y mas contiene la R' cedula, que a las
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Yglecias de las doctrinas de estas Proy''' se les relieue de tributo a los
Yndios, que fueren· precissos y necessarios para el seruicio de dhas
Yglecias, y culto diuino para siempre. Yassimismo a los Cassiquez, Y
Principales, y sus famiIias sean releuados de todo tributo. La qual
dha y referida W Cedula su sse de dho Senor Gou r, y Capp·n Gn l Luego
que ,se Ie fue leida por el dho p. Preo r fr Xptoual de Velasco la cogio en
su mana derecha y la besso y pusso sobre su Cabessa y dixo que la ovedesia, y ?bedesio como de nuestro Rey, y senor natural que dios g".
muchos anos, a la qual Su.ss· dara en todo entero cumpimiento y ruega
y encarga al dho nro Rdo p. Custodio, y Padres difinidores la entreguen
original a su sse para que este en el archiuo de esta gouernacion para
que assi por su ss·, como por sus' successores sea obedecida y cumplida
en todo, y la caussa de no auer llegado a noticia de su sse la dha R 1
Cedula, a sido por auerla detenido el dho nro Rdo pe Custodio y para que
conste que su sse no a contrauenido en parte ninguna de 10 que contiene la dha R 1 Cedula, aun sin auerla visto, ni llegado a su noticia
antes de agora, quando el dho senor Gen 1 entro a gouernar estas Prov' s
las vltimas que se auian reducido a nra st. fee catholica, y receuido el
sto del baptismo son las Prov"' de Suni y Moqui, las quales a mas de
diez y ocho anos que estan baptisados los natlirales de elIas y tienen
Ministro y assimesmo hallo dichas Prov"S que estauan pagando a sus
encomenderos los tributos, que suMagd manda, y los Cassiquez, que
son los principales de dhas Prov' S y de todo este Reyno a quien se
nombran por gouernadores de los Pueblos, su sse tiene mandado a todos
los encomenderos no les cobren tributo ninguno ni a toda su cassa; y
en qtO a los, Yndios de seruicio precisso que su Magd man!la se.den para
el seruicio de las Yglecias, y culto. diuino para que conste nominatin los
que su ss·· reserua para cumplimiento de la Rl Cedula a cada Yglecia,
.y doctrina, donde huuiere m ro que asista los siguientes. vn interprete,
vn sachristan, vn cantor maior, vn campanero, vn horganista, donde
huuiere organo, vn Pastor, vn cosinero, vn .portero, vn caballo pisque
sic]. Los quales desde luego quedan reseruados de todos tributos y seruicio personal a otra ninguna persona, sino solo en los Conu to , donde
asiste siempre Religios.So sacerdote para cuio seruicio su s· los senala,
y para que los encomenderos no pretendan ignorancia, Y bejandoles les
quieran ·cobrar tributo, cada uno de los contenidos reseruados tenga
ensima de su puerta vn letrero, 0 senal conosida para que se conosca ser
reseruados por dha Causa; conque consta que por parte de el dho senor
Gou r y Capp·n Gn.' se cumple enteram'e conlo que por dha R 1 prouision
se manda. Y assi 10 proueio, mando, e firmo. Don Luis de Gusman, y
figueroa. Ante mi francisco de Annaya Almasan. Secretto de Guerra
y Gouon~ El qual dho auto se hiso sauer y se Ie intima al dho RdO pe Custodio, y difinitorio Conque quedo asentado en estas Prov" la dha' reserua la qual a la letra segun se contiene en este auto se guarda y cumpIe. Ypara que de ello conste en todo tiempo a pedimento de los mis-
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mos encomenderos de la dha Prou' de Suni, y a 10 que di el press,e en la
villa de 51. fee de el nueuo Mex CO en siete de Agosto de mill yseiscientos y sinq" y dos anos. Sacado de los autos que sobre ello se hisier6n,
que quedan en el archiuo de esta Gouo n en testimonio de verdad hise mi
firma y rubrica acostumbrada. FranCO de Annaya Almasan. SecrettO
de Guerra y Gouo n.
Y aora por parte de la Religion su Procurador en su nombre a
presentado ante mi una peticion, cuio,thenor con 10 a ella decretado es
como se sigue: S,. fee quatro de Nouiembre de mill y seiscientos y
sesenta y un anos, guardese la costumbre y traiganse los auttos para
librar mandamiento como conuenga. Senor Gou r e Capp·n Gn~ fray
Garcia de San francisco de la orden de nro pe S' franco Predicador vice
custodio, y Comisso de las conuersiones de los Mansos y Summas y ProV'
de Piros, Procurador ellecto de todo el difinitorio de esta s,. Custodia en
todos los negocios que a ella tocan ante Vss' paresco en la mejor forma
que al derecho de esta Yglecia del nueuo Mex CO toea, y tocar puede. Y
digo, que atendiendo al piadosissimo y s,o zelo del Rey nro sor (que dios
gde) a el maior bien de las almas de estos naturales, que son a nro cargo,
Y solicitando que en todo la Magd de nro dios y senor sea mas bien
asistido en el culto diuino y asistencia de el choro, y que esto fuese
en conueniencia de los naturales' fue seruido de expedir una Cedula, quo para en nro poder y si necessario os presentare, en que
huuiere organo, vn Pastor, vn cosinero, vn portero, vn caballo pisque
'manda, que no se cobren tributos a los Yndios, que precisam'e son
necessarios para la asistencia.de el culto diuino. Y a los cassiquez, y
principales. Y hauiendose conuenido entre los Religiossos.de esta s"
Custodia, y los encomenderos fuesen l,os reseruados solos dies 10 qual se
a estilado en estas Prov" hasta el tiempo que el Gn 1 don Bernardo lopez
de Mendisaual por auer cobrado para si las encomiendas contrauino,
no solo ala vohfntad del Rey nuestro s' sino al bien de los Yndios, y mas
segura asistencia del culto diuino, no reseruando de dho tributo sino
solo un indio cantor, que desia ser precisso para la asistencia del diuino
culto. por 10 cual a Vss' pido y suplico sea se~uido de mandar sean reseruados del tributo todos los Yndios, que segun la Cedula del Rey
nuestro sr son necessarios para el ministerio, y asistencia de las Yglecias, como son cantores, sachristanes, fiscales, y otros, de que precisam t~
se necesita para la administracion de los s,o, sacram to , 0 sino sea
seruido vss' de que se de asiento y se effectue, y ,se de asiento authorisando Vss', como lugar theniente del Rey nro sr se aran por reseruadas
las dhas cassas dies hasiendo asiento de dha reserua con los encomenderos de los Pueblos pa'ra que de ninguna manera ni con titulo alguno
puedan en adelante cobrar el tributo de dhas diez Cassas reseruadas.
que en haserlo assi cumplira vss' la voluntad y st. intencion del Rey
nro sr y esta Yglesia reciuira fauor .con justicia que pido costas y en 10
necessO etc; fr Garcia de S. franCO.
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Y visto por su Mersed todo 10 suso escrito, obedeciendo todo 10 q Su
Magd'manda'y conformandose con 10 asentado por parte de el Rdo diffinitorio y encomenderos de estas Prov·· con el Gou' don luis de Gusman,
y figueroa y 10 establecio por costumbre, y obseruando 10 que su Magd Ie
ordena por .su R I titulo, mandandole remediar y quitar los malos abusos
de su Antesesor, declara por tal el auer cobrado el tributo de dhos Yndios reseruados Y mas siendo para si contrauiniendo a la voluntad de
su Magd y a'la de los encomenderos Y mando que de aqui adelante con
ningun pretexto se cobre tributo de los dhos dies Yndios, pena de Veinte
pessos para la Camara' de Su Magd por cada vez y que por q'O en esta
Provo no anreconosido cassiques 10s'Yndios y se an gouernado por Cappitanes, y Conuiene introdusir en elIos respecto y veneracion alque
gouierna mando que sereconosca por Cassique al que fuere Gou r deel
Pueblo y este sea assimismo reseruado de tributo. Y para que venga a
noticia de todos se de vn tanto de esta decission a cada alcalde major
para que no permita su contravenucion pena de prinacion de officio. assi
10 proueio, mando y firmo ante mi el 'Gapp·n juan lucero de godoi secrettO
de Gouernao n y Guerra: don diego de Peiialossa Brisseiio. Ante mi Juo
Lucero de Godoy Secretto de Gouon y Guerra.
Concuerda con su original que queda en el archiuo de esta s',
Custt·, donde se ,saco. ba correjido.
En testimonio de Verdad hise mi firma
fr Nicolas de freitas
SecreW de la Custt" (rtibrica)

